o Los Angeles County Sponsored workshops on Networking,

Troubleshooting, Server training and Internet
Training opportunities are offered by our 18 district Educational Technology
Consortium to which each member district pays a fee and are available to all
interested participants.

o Ciark Center 5 day summer training, August 2001

o Teaching Reading in Every Classroom (Trainer of trainers), January, and

June 2002

Writers” Workshop Trainer of Trainers (Trainer of trainers), Nov 2002
Jamie McKenzie, Staff Development Design workshops, April, 2002
RISE trainer of trainers workshop, May, 2002

First Class Email Administration training (5 days), July, 2002

MAC OSX Sever training (3-days- trainer of trainers), August, 2002

Site technology leaders often meet with teachers during their planning time to
instruct them on specific questions regarding hardware and software.

Training pertaining to the state and district curriculum and technology standards
is scheduled on District staff development days, during summer and after-school:

o Writer’s Workshop Training- District-wide class June 2001 and
September, 2001 for all middle school staff- by outside consultant-

o Pulliam Group Online Data Management System Training- February,
2002, September, 2002- leadership teams and all staff- by outside
consultant

o Technology Leadership training- Evaluation of technology Programs to
enhance student learning and also data management- November, 2002,
February, 2002, April, 2002,June 2002, for select staff from each site-

o First Class Email Management for Technical Staff- July, 2002- by outside
consultant

o Pulliam IDMS Scanner and data management training-August, 2002- by
outside consultant

o Technology Training and Curriculum Development- 5 day summer
training, August, 2002, all staff- outside consultant and tech leaders

o RISE training- September, 2002, for all middle school staff- by outside
consultant

o First Class Email Training, for all District staff, September, 2002 —Tech
Department

The format of site training varies depending on the topic, funding source and
needs of the participants. (See sample agendas and flyers).

The current planning for site implementation for the AB1339 technology staff
development grant for 4-8 staff includes:

o RISE and TREC training grade level and department group release days

o Training on Excel, Power Point, Microsoft Word, Hyperstudio, Inspiration

o Pulliam data management linking assessment to instruction :

o Using the Internet as a Research tool R

The District is currently writing a multi-year staff development plan as part of the
No Child Left Behind Local Education Plan which incorporates aspects of the
district technology professional development plan and is focused on increasing
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student achievement through improving literacy as well as by enhancing teachers

knowledge of technology as an instructicnal tool.

In addition, the district technology department has purchased a portable, wireless

laptop lab with 25 stations with the technology plan’s recommended software that
is available to all staffs and can be checked out for technology training or

scheduled for use at the district office.

Software (See Technology Plan)

The Rosemead School District is committed to purchasing site licenses and individual
workstation Jicenses for instructional staff so they may implement the goals of the
technology plan to increase student learning. The recommended software for each site

includes:
Teacher| K-«3 dto6 | T&S Lab All
s
Hyperstudio X X X
Inspiration X X X X
Kid Pix X
Kidspiration X

Appleworks X
Norton Utilities
Microsoft Office X X
First Class

SASI X

Netscape
Communicator
Internet Explorer
Gradebook Program X
Type to Learn X X
iMovie

Adobe Acrobat
Reader

Currently software licenses are being purchased for Microsoft Office, Inspiration and
Hyperstudio, Filemaker Pro and Kid Pix Deluxe at all of the school sites. In addition
most computers are purchased from Apple and include Appleworks, IMovie, Itunes,
Netscape Navigator, Internet Explorer and Adobe Acrobat. The student information
system is SASI by NCS Pearson and is currently available only to administrators and site
office personnel but will eventually be on all teacher workstations as well.

The technology director is also responsible for administering the state and federal
categorical programs and is working with the school site accountability teams to rewrite
the school plans to address new state and federal guidelines. Those groups have members
who have participated in writing the district technology plan and are committed to
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aliocating site categorical resources to purchase the necessary software licenses,
technology support and professional development to meet their site needs.

In addition, members of the district technology committee are researching the cost of
purchasing site licenses for software on the recommended list as well as anti-virus
programs. Computer labs currently have sets of CD-ROMs for computer assisted reading,
math, social studies and science activities but also instruct students in typing, word
processing, multimedia, video editing and web design depending on the age and ability of
the students. Each lab has separate licenses for their curriculum and the technology
department is working with staff to standardize the curriculum that is taught. This may
take several years as each school site has used available funds to purchase software that

has been approved by their school staffs.

In the future we plan to obtain the following software licenses pending available funding:

e Teacher Timesavers (site license)

o Typing Program (considering Type to Learn, Typing Tutor)
s  Antivirus Program (considering Macafee and Norton)

e Gradebook software (considering Grade Book Pro and Easy Grad Pro)

It is important to note that prior to the 2000-2001 school year, there was no district
technology department, and as a consequence there was little coordination of technology
purchases district-wide. It is an explicit goal of the district technology committee as
stated in our technology plan to coordinate purchases of software and hardware through
the school site accountability teams who are responsible for the allocation of categorical
resources in the School Improvement Plan. In addition the district technology committee
members are writing site technology plans to tie site decision making and planning into
the district plan. Fortunately among both administrators and technology committee
members there is a commitment to total cost of ownership and to support the hardware
and network purchases with software and support resources.

Current Training Materials and Programs Under Consideration

¢ TREC (Teaching Reading in Every Classroom) — a 4-8 computer based
staff development program designed to enhance teachers understanding of
reading strategies to support instruction developed by the San Diego County

Office of Education (purchased).

¢ RISE (Reading Instruction in Secondary Education) - a 7-12 computer
based staff development program to support the development of a school-wide

literacy program (purchased).

e Classroom Connect NOW- is a robust, online subscription service that fully
integrates Library, Learning, and Community for K-12 teachers and students
within a standards-based environment. Classroom Connect NOW offers an
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extensive online education Library with thousands of teaching and learning
resources and combines Classroom Learning and Professional Learning to
create an online experience that places personalized resources in the hands of
teachers and students. (Pilot)

Classroom Connect Connected University- is an online professional
development community for educators. Created with the goal of helping
teachers to successfully integrate technology into their instruction, CU models
best practices in teaching and learning and is developed with ISTE/NCATE
Technology Standards for teachers in mind. (Pilot)

Classroom Connect Classroom Today -develops core competencies in K-12
social studies, language arts, science, and math. Features include full access to
a rich collection of standards-based learning resources; use of
recommendation, standards matching, and assessment tools; and individual
interactive student notebooks and portfolios. (Pilot)

Pulliam Group Sat 9 Analyzer and IDMS Training- RSD has a 3-year
contract to utilize Pulliam groups’ trainers to assist teachers with data analysis
for effective instructional design as well as collaboration and standards based

grade level planning sessions. (purchased)

NCS Pearson SASI- RSD currently subscribes to a variety of online training
courses to help staff become more proficient in utilizing the SASI student

information system. (purchased)

In a letter dated May 28, 2002, our Business Manager, Ed Diaz indicated that our final
budget had not been approved. At the June 27, 2002 board meeting, our School Board
voted to approve the proposed budget for 2002-2003. I have included copies of the
pertinent budget summary with the $250,000 for ERATE funds as a line item (see page 2
of 8) listed under Fund Balance, Reserves. The revenue for the $250,000 line item comes
from the Revenue Limit (page 3 of 8) of $10,724,001.00, which is from the Principal
Apportionment State Aid- Current Year 2002-2003. The $250,000 has been apportioned

to the 2002-2003 budget in several categories:

Professional Consulting Services and Operating Expenditures (Line 5800-page
6)= $632, 800.

Communications (Line 5900 on page 6)- $88, 600.00

Equipment (Line 6400-page 7) -$106,000

Equipment Replacement (Line 6500-page 7) = $228,590.

School Improvement Program (Line 8311-page 4) = $625,284,

Economic Impact Aid (Line 8311-page 4) = $358,211.00

Federal Title IASA (Line 8290-page 3) = $1,637,830.00
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The budgeted amount of $250,000 exceeds our 10% share that would be $103,454.82.
We intend to hire more technical support and to provide additional training as we
currently have only one network administrator to serve our 420 staff end users and over
3,400 student users. Please also note that $100,000 was reserved from the 2001-2002
budget for énergy upgrades and more facilities upgrades are planned out of a recently
passed bond measure. $30,000 has been reserved for staff development, a portion of
which is to support technology out of the general fund, while the rest of the training and
site support dollars for the implementation of the ERATE project and the technology plan
are being budgeted out of state and federal categorical dollars as stated in their School
Improvement Plans but need to be approved by each sites’ School Site Council,

Contracts (see supporting documents)

Ocean Park Telecommunications was awarded the ERATE bid at the January 17, 2002
School Board meeting but has not given us a formal written contract as of this date.
Instead we have a verbal agreement that was entered into on January 14, 2002, when we
informed them that their bid had met our criteria and was chosen by our facilities .
management team. They accepted our offer under the contingency of ERATE funding but
have not as yet given us a formal document. The owner, Sam Beets claims that he will be
happy to do this once he knows that we have the funding to proceed. SBC Advanced
Solutions (FRN 81251} has been contacted regarding a written contract and they have
indicated to me that because a formal legal agreement between our district was not
required as the vendor —payee relationship established by a purchase requisition was all
that was necessary to insure that the terms of the bids they submitted and that were
verbally approved by me on January 16, 2002 and then formally by the Rosemead School
Board on January 17, 2002 was adequate to protect both parties. Our current relationship
for ERATE year 4 has been subsumed under this same understanding of our mutual legal

obligations.

Bids (See Supporting Documents)

For FRN 781027 {Office of Los Angeles County of Education) bids were examined from
SBC Pacific Bell as well as LACOE. The Los Angeles County Office of Education is our
current Internet Service provider and has been since 1997. We have been very pleased
with their services and the quality of support they offer. The current bid includes an
upgrade to our current service, which includes technical support, and access to the Digital
California Project Services. Pacific Bells services did not offer the same value for the
service provided as they were offering bundled service that required a three-year
commitment and although they are being considered for a portion of our Telecomm
services, the upgrade to ATM is preferred through the Los Angeles County Office of
Education. For FRN 781251 SBC Advanced Solutions, FRN 846737 Email solutions
(Centrinity, Inc), FRN 849162 Pacific Bell, FRN 850165 Nextel, FRN 849580 (SBC
Advanced Solutions) they were the only bids we received. FRN 849665 (Pacific Bell
Internet Services) is being considered along with Los Angeles County Office of
Education as an Internet Service Provider as we are planning to provide a back up service
to cur staff and students in the event that one service was unavailable as well as for
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security reasons, we may need to segment our network services for email and Internet
Access. With regard to FRN 849763 (Ocean Park Telecommunications) I included
copies of the walk through sign-in sheet as well as the submitted bids and the amounts
with the pre-audit documentation I submitted to Laura Ransegnola in May, 2002 and am
including another copy this time as well. There were a total of 23 vendors who attended
the walk through and only 10 of them subrmitted bids. The three top bidders were chosen
and a panel including our facilities consultant, architect and a representative from the
business office opened and recorded the bids. The selection of Ocean Park was made
upon the architects’ recommendation after consulting with the Director of Technology

and the Business Manager.

Vendor Selection

The Rosemead School District follows a rigorous and thorough process in selecting
vendors for various projects. In the case of FRN 849580 (SBC Advanced Solutions), as
stated above, they were the only vendor that submitted a bid and are the only CMAS
contractor and the only service provider that meets our primary selection criteria of
service, quality and price. Also for FRN 849580 (Nextel and Pacific Bell), they were the
only bidders for the current ERATE cycle. The Rosemead School District has had a
satisfactory relationship with Nextel for over 4 years and at the time they were selected,
they were chosen over AT &T and Motorola because they offered more features for the
price. Also, we initially had Nextel phones for cabinet level positions but because of a
Safe School Grant received from 1998-2001, we expanded the usage to include site
personnel responsible for supervising the safety of students. Now all administrative and
itinerant personnel receive cell phone under various pricing plans so the continuing
flexibility of Nextel's prices as well as the quality of their service and support have been
considered in selecting their proposal for ERATE year 5.

With regard to FRN 781251 (SBC Advanced Solutions) and (Spectrum e
Communications), the bids were awarded following a selection process and not merely \
because they had already met the intense scrutiny required by the California State in 2

order to be included on the CMAS list. In fact, in my letter to Laura Ransegnola, I stated
“ it is allowable under California Public Contract Code for Rosemead Elementary School
District to select Spectrum Communications under the CMAS agreement without further
competitive bidding.” To clarify this statement, the district has a requirement that for bids - /4
over $25,000 we need to advertise in the local paper and proceed with bid submittal k <,
supervised by our architect and facilities consultant unless counter-indicated by the N D
guidelines under CMAS. Both Spectrum and SBC Advanced Solutions were awarded ;" < @Ok—
L Re K,

&
k3

contracts under the California Multiple Awards Schedule (CMAS) procurement
guidelines. The California Department of General Services selects CMAS contractors : %
only after they have met stringent competitive bidding requirements. The Public Contract - S

Code, Section 10299, states that further competitive bidding is not required for those | O}g_
contractors on the CMAS list which under California Procurement law gives districts the &
option to forego some of the steps of the competitive bidding requirements under other N

sections of the law.
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This does not mean to imply that Rosemead School District did not consider multiple
criteria in the selection of every vendor even when they were no other bids submitted.
The parameters of the Districts selection process for ERATE contractors for equipment,
support and installation were: 1) that they be an authorized CMAS supplier, 2) that they
be able to verify compliance with the prevailing wage and labor code restrictions
imposed under California laws 3) that they be able to obtain the necessary bonds and
proper insurance and 4) that they comply with the guidelines established by the
technology committee for quality, service, safety and support in the delivery,
maintenance and installation of their equipment. In addition, as Rosemead is part of an 18
district Consortium, references from other technology directors and business managers -
were considered before final selections of vendors were made and presented to the

School Board for approval.

In summary, the Rosemead School District works with several consultants, including
architects, engineers and facilities management groups in order to monitor and protect the
interests of the public and the District as a legal entity in pursuing contracts with outside
agencies. It is apparent that the limited number of bids received for ERATE projects
applied for under year 5 is due to the small size of our district and the rigorous scrutiny
that contractors must comply to if they are selected as vendors.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide additional information and to clarify and issues
that were ambiguous from the February, May or July pre- audxts Please do not hesitate to
contact me for further information.

Sincerely,

Lila Wills Bronson, Ed.D.

Director of Technology and Special Projects
Rosemead School District

3907 Rosemead Blvd.

Rosemead, CA. 91770

(626) 312-2900 x256 -



Fax: (626) 312-2906 Administrative Office
Fax: (626) 312-2907 Business Office
Fax: (626) 312-2913 Special Education Ofice
Fax: (626) 312-2918 CHild Development
Fax: (626) 312-3814 Pupil Personne]
BOARD OF TRUSTEES

RANDALL CANTRELL

RONALD ESQUIVEL

SANDRA MARTINEZ

FRED MASCORRO
CHARLES LYONS

3907 Rosemead Bivd.

Rnsemead, CA91770-1951 . -7 .- =
ie: (626) 312-2900

AMY ENOMOTQ-PEREZ, E4.D., Superintendent

February 10, 2003

Mr. Michael Deusinger

USAC- Schools and Libraries Division
Selective Review

100 S. Jefferson Road

Whippany, NJ 07891

Dear Mr. Deusinger,

This letter is in response to your fax dated January 27, 2003, regarding the Rosemead
School District’s vendor selection process for ERATE Year 5. The vendor selection process for
the internal connections portion of the application was handled consistent with the local and state ~
procurement laws. For the cabling portion of the application, an advertisement was posted in a )
local newspaper after the 30 day posting of the 470 and interested cabling contractors were
invited to attend the job walk that was held on December 21, 2001. The bids were opened
formally at a public meeting on January 7, 2002, and the lowest reasonable bid was chosen.
Interested contractors were invited at the job walk to bid on the equipment and technical support
portions of our ERATE application if they were CMAS vendors and had Cisco Certified
engineers on staff. The technology department established this criterion after considerable delays
had been experienced with one of our primary ERATE Year 4 equipment vendors, SBC Data
Comm. In fact we are still waiting to have our switches configured properly and our video
content engines staged and installed by that vendor after having them in our possession for
nearly one year. |

Spectrum was the only vendor that offered us bids for the majority of the equipment and
services in ERATE Year 5. One quote was received for equipment from SBC Data Comm as
well. Our selection of Spectrum as our primary equipment vendor for ERATE year 5 was based
on several factors. Price is always the most important criteria for vendor selection. In fact, one of
our schools was deemed ineligible to receive the 90% discount in ERATE year 4 (but became
eligible in ERATE Year 5) and Spectrum’s bids were compared to those and found to be more
accurate and competitively priced. Outstanding references from qualified technology directors
were another important consideration. Three other technology directors and associates had
worked with Spectrum for several years and had strongly recommended them for their superior
technical proficiency, fair but competitive prices and excellent quality of service.

The vendor who was selected in ERATE Year 4, SBC Data Comm has been extremely
problematic for the Rosemead School District. The quotes submitted for the 471 included a poor
design and included parts from multiple models of switches that would not have been able to be
installed correctly. In addition those quotes did not follow local procurement procedures such as
including local applicable sales taxes for a complete workable solution. It became necessary to
submit equipment substitutions for most of the equipment due to the inequities regarding



staged and installed by a Cisco certified engineer and we are still waiting for the resolution of
incomplete work to the extent that the Rosemead School District has not signed the Service
Certification forms for some of the invoices.

The ongoing nightmare of our experiences with our ERATE year 4 equipment vendor has
caused us to be extremely cautious in assuring that the vendors that we deal with are qualified to
provide complete and accurate solutions, comprehensive technical support and installation
and are CMVAS certified so that we are assured competitive and appropriate pricing,

Although we have already sent two large binders of information documenting this
process, please review the enclosed forms verifying our CMAS vendor selection process and
comparison quotes from ERATE year 5 and year 4 as well as documentation of our job walk,
contractor sign in sheet and RFP.

Finally, the Rosemead School District would like the Schools and Library Corporation to
be assured that have made every effort to comply legally with the guidelines of the ERATE
program. As a small district with a minimal technology department we are committed to
becoming more knowledgeable and effective in developing comprehensive policies and
procedures which will enable the Rosemead students, staff and community to benefit from
technology resources that ERATE funding provides.

Please feel free to contact me at bronson@rosemead.k12.ca.us or 626-312-2900 x256 if you
have any further questions.

Thanks for your attention to this matter,

miﬂbwjédww

Dr. Lila Wills Bronson
Director of Technology
Rosemead School District
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CMAS is
Optional

Agencies are
Responsible
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Included?

January 2002

The California Multipla Award Schedule (CMAS) program was established in May
1994 in response to Assembly Bill 1727 which was signed into law in October 1993,
and incorporated into the Public Contract Code, Sections 10290 et seq. and 12101.5

effective January 1894,

The program enables California State agencies and local government agencies,
under delegation from the Department of General Services (DGS), to streamline
purchases by removing repetitive, resource intensive, costly and time consuming bid

processes.

The Department of General Services, under delegated authority, provides the CMAS
program to agencies as a procurement option only. It is not mandatory that agencies
use CMAS. Agencies may bid, sole source or use other pre-estabiished contracts to

meet their acquisition needs. .

,

£ach agency is responsible for its gwn contracting program and purchasing decisions,

including use of the CMAS program and associated outcomes.

This responsibility includes, but is not necessarily limited to, ensuring the necessity of
the services, securing appropriate funding, complying with laws and policies,
preparing the purchase order in a manner that safeguards government interests, and
obtaining required approvals.

See Attachment E, Agency Responsibilities, and Section 15, Agency Compliance.

Legislation requires state agencies {0 submit various reports on procurement
practices.

See CMAS Local Government Agency Packet, Section 9, Statewide Procurement
Requirements.

CMAS contracts are established for information technology and non-information
technology products and services that have been competitively assessed, negotiated,
or bid primarily by the federal General Services Administration, but not exclusively.

The contracts are structured to comply with most California procurement codes,
guidelines, and policies, and provide for the highest level of contractual protection.
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CMAS LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCY PACKET
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The following services are not available through the CMAS program:

Architecturai and Engineering

Are the services sought required by law to be performed by a licensed architect,
licensed registered engineer, licensed landscape architect, construction project
manager, licensed land surveyor, or environmental services as defined in Government

Code 45257
Public Works

Does the work involve erection, construction, aiteration, repair or improvement of a
public structure as defined in Public Contract Code 11017

See the State Contracting Manual, Section 10 and 11 and the CMAS Local
Government Agency Packet, Section 14, Public Works Projects.

The Department of General Services (DGS) Real Estate Services Division (RESD)
should be contacted for information on these types of transactions.

Prior to issuing purchase orders under the California Multiple Award Schedule
(CMAS) program, state agencies shall whenever “practicable” first consider offers
from small businesses that have established CMAS contracts {(Government Code

Section 14846(b) (Executive Order)).

See CMAS Local Government Agency FPacket, Section 11, Small and Disabled
Veteran Businesses and Americans with Disabilities (ADA), for guidelines.

The Department of General Services waives the 1.21% administrative fea (a fee
currently charged to customer agencies to support the CMAS program) for purchase
orders awarded to certified small business enterprises.

The CMAS Unit does not conduct a bid. The contractor offers us products and/or
services and prices from an already existing competitively assessed, cost compared,
multiple award contract. To these products, services and prices, we add California
contract terms and conditions and ordering procedures that include California
procurement codes, policies, and guidelines and establish a totally independent

California contract.

Agencies contact the contractor to obtain a copy of the contract, compelitively shop
for best value, and issue orders directly to the contractar, with the following

exceplions;

See Section 5 for an explanation of how to make a best value determination.
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Local government agencies are allowed to use the CMAS program subject to their

Local
own codes and policies. See Attachment B for guidelines.

Government
Agencies

How to Contact  See Section 1 for contact information.

CMAS

January 2002
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NOTICE TO CONTRACTORS CALLING FOR BIDS

_!OTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Rosemead School District

District of Los Angeles County, California, acting by and through its Governing Board,
hereinafter referred to as the District, will receive up to, but not later than _2:00 _ o'clock

p. m. of the 8th dayof January 2002, seafed bids for the award of a contract for .

Muscate! Middle School
Technology Cabling
SEE NOTES 1 BELOW

All bids shall be made and presented on a form furnished by the District. Bids shall be received in the
office of the Rosemead School District, Attn. Maria-Elena Romero on or before Tuesday,
January 8th, 2001 at 2:00 PM and shall be opened and publicly read aloud at the above-stated time

and place.

Each bid must conform and be responsive to the contract documents, copies of which are on file and
may be obtained from Flewelling & Moody Architecture, 141 South Lake Avenue, Second Floor,

Pasadena, CA 91101. (626) 449-6787.

Each bidder may obtain  One (1) sets of drawings and specifications which are available at the

“~=ation stated above at a cost to bidders of $00.00 (Zero) for this project.

e Board reserves the right to reject any or ail bids, and to accept or reject any items thereon. No

bidder may withdraw his bid for a period of NINETY (90) days after the date set for the opening of

bids. Bids are subject to acceptance at any time within 90 days after opening of same unless
otherwise stipulated. Award of confract is contingent upon receipt of E-rate funding.

The District reserves the right to reject any or all bids, to waive any discrepancy ar technicality to split

the awards in any manner deemed most advantageous to the District and to award the contract for
goods or services to other than the lowest bidder. The award of contracts, if made by the District, will
be to the qualified contractor(s) or supplier(s) whose bid best complies with all the requirements set
forth in the bid documents and whose bid, in the opinion of the District, is in the best interest of the
District, taking into consideration all aspects of the contractor’'s or supplier’s response, including the

total net cost to the District.

Each bid shall be accompanied by (1) the security referred to in the contract documents; (2) the list of
proposed subcontractors; (3) the Non-Collusion Affidavit; (4) Certification of Bidder Qualifications and

(5) DVBE participation forms.

The District has obtained from the Director of the Department of Industrial Relations the
general prevailing rate of per-diem wages and the general prevailing rate for holiday and overtime
work in the locality in which the work is to be performed for each craft, classification, or type of work
»ded to execute the contract. Holiday rates shali be paid as specified in the collective bargaining
ement applicable to each particular craft, classification, or type of work employed on the project.

Note 1: The Mandatory Pre-Bid Job Walk, shall be at 1:00 p.m., December 21, 2001 mesting at
Muscatel Middle School, 4201 lvar Avenue, Rosemead, CA 91770.
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Copies of schedules of rates so determined are on file at the District's principal office and are

available to any interested party upon request.

-

-| acco-rdance with §1773.2 of the California Labor Code, the Contractor shail post a copy of the
determination of prevailing rate of wages at each job site.

The schedule of per-diem wages is based upon a working-day of eight (8) hours. The rate for holiday
and overtime work shall be at time and one-half.

The Contractor and any subconiractor(s) shall pay not less than the specified prevailing rates of
wages to all workers employed by them in the execution of the contract.

In accordance with provisi_oné of Public Contract Code §22300, substitution of eligible and equivalent
securities for any monies withheld to ensure performance under this contract will be permitted at the

request and expense of the Contractor.

Each bidder shall possess at the time this contract is awarded a Class C-7 or C-10 Contractor’s
License, pursuant to Public Contract Code #3300. Cabling installers will be required to have an
Asbestos Awareness Certificate including “Fit Test” (AHERA Regulation (763.919(b)). The
successful bidder must maintain licensing throughout the duration of this contract. This project is to
be funded via E-rate/Bond and other various monies. Contractor must have valid E-Rate SPIN

number.

Minority Businesses are invited and encouraged to participate under this solicitation.

'a District reserves the right to reject any and all bids or to waive irregularities in any bid.

Rosemead School District

Park Rosemead
3907 Rosemead Bivd.

Rosemead CA 91770-1951 _
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Pre-Bid Agenda

Project: Technology Cabling for
Muscatel Middle Scheol

Start Location: Muscatel Middle School
4201 lvar Avenue
Rosemead, CA 91770

Bid Date and Time:  December 21, 2001 @ 1:00 p.m.

Place of Receipt: Muscatel Middle School
4201 lvar Avenue
Rosemead, CA 91770

Bid documents are available from Flewelling & Moody Architecture located at 141 South
Lake Avenue, 2™ Floor, Pasadena CA 91101. Contact Malihe Shokouhi (626) 449-6787.

Each bid shall be accompanied by a bid security in the form of cash, a certified or cashier's
check or bid bond in an amount not less than ten percent of the total bid price, payable to

the District.

All pre-bid clarifications andfor substitution requests must be submitted in writing
to Flewelling & Moody Architecture no later than January 2, 2001. (See attached

form for pre-bid clarifications)
DVBE Participation is Required (Good Faith Effort)

Construction Schedule: Work to be completed within (120) one Hundered
twenty consecative Days from issuance of Notice to

Proceed.

Liquidated Damages are $750.00 a day

There will be an allowance of $5,000 for unforeseen site conditions and an allowance of
$10,000 for asbestos and lead abatement. District will provide abatement report upon

award of contract,

Parking is at a minimum ~ There will be construction storing and staging areas designated.



At the onset to the construction a meeting will be held to go over the construction
procedures and guudehnes

Site Walk/Scope of Work

1. Technology cabling.
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Flewelling & Moody
ARCHITECTURE

Muscatel Technology Cabling - Project No. 1805.325

ROSEMEAD SCHOOL DISTRICT
Mandatory Pre-Bid Job Walk Sign In Sheet

December 21, 2001

COMPANY (Please Print) NAME (Please Print) FAX NO.
949.754.3045
Network installation Jirm Cole 949.480.4471
619.482.2522

.|Freddy lglesias

760.480.0870

Konna Comm

Glen Williams

626.812.8977
626.812.6347

Jim J. Commuication

‘WB! Energy Services, Inc.

Nigel A. Scott

626.351.3620
626.351.3622

‘ WaB! Energy Services, Inc.

Daniel V. Hatfield

626.351.3620
626.351.3622

Shawn Flores

909.930.2272
909.930.2277

Mustang Tel-Comm Inc.

949.716.8600
945.716.8942

Digital Networks/MCSi Pat De Vera
Tel/Fax
Ocean Park Telectric Co. Sam Beets £26.917.4134
626.447.7500
M.C.E.C.Inc. - [Kathy Dutka 626.447.6500
8909.912.3322
QTI Dan Dalton 909.912.3321
909.232.7026
QT Terry Kistler 909.593.1819
909.232.7029
QTI Scott Dalton 209.912.3321
818.266.7239

Y2K Contractors Inc.

Varton K.

818.551.6445

Ryan Redd

909.592.7672
209.592.5892

Te! Star Systems

Spanning Tree Technologies

Edward Bakheshi

818.553.3789
818.553.3786

okell Servicews

Ramon Vankallen

310.608.2608

310.608.2619

TELEPHONE NO.




' HFieweliing & Moody
— ARCHITECTURE

Muscatel Technology Cabling - Project No. 1803.325

ROSEMEAD SCHOOL DISTRICT
Mandatory Pre-Bid Job Walk Sign In Sheet

December 21, 2001

COMPANY (Please Print}

NAME (Please Print)

TELEPHONE NO.
FAX NC.

Pyro-Comm Systéms, Inc.

Ruben Martinez

714.902.8000 x258
714.902.8001

Raobert Cogley

£09.592.0151
908.592.6324

Cogley & Son

Jerry Gria

626.918.2639

626.818.2706

Control Electric

Jata & Sound Specialties

Mark Schiffman

310.638.1200
310.638.1333

Datatel Wiring Products, Inc.

Jay Jacksoh

909.788.1888
908.784.1888

AXXIS Network &
Telecormmunications, Inc.

Mostafa Moghadassi

818.713.8262
818.346.7971

310.527.6484 x 102
310.801.3178

Lexent Brian Ryan
714.758.0120
AMI Javier Moreno 714.758.0631
661.298.5606

Naticnal Wiretec

Ray Beliveau

661.298.5718

Communications

David King

906.371.0549
909.273.3114

Spectrum Communications
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ROSEMEAD SCHOOwL DISTRICT

Rosemead, California

BID TABULATION
PROJECT: MUSCATEL MIDDLE SCHOOL
. TECHNOLOGY CABLING
OWNER: Rosemead School District
ITWA PROJECT NO:
BID DATE: January 8, 2002
2:00 p.m.
Board Room
CONTRACTOR BID BOND SUB LIST BASE BID ALTERNATE
Control Electric Contracting 544,373.00
Datatel Wiring Products, Inc. $49.620.91

Lexent Services, Inc.

$96,500.00
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ROSEMEAD SCHOOL DISTRICT
Rosemead, California
BID TABULATION
PROJECT: 7 MUSCATEL MIDDLE SCHOOL
TECHNOLOGY CABLING
OWNER: Rosemead School District
HWA PROJECT NO:
BID DATE: January 8, 2002
2:00 p.m.
Board Room
CONTRACTOR | BID BOND SUB LIST BASE BID ALTERNATE
Quality Teleservices, Inc. $48,035.46
Rokel Services $92,250.00
Spanning Tree Technologies, Inc. $36,519.92
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ROSEMEAD SCHOOL DISTRICT

Rosemead, California
BID TABULATION
PROJECT: MUSCATEL MIDDLE SCHOOL
TECHNOLOGY CABLING
OWNER: Rosemead School District
HWA PROJECT NO:
BID DATE: January 8, 2002
2:00 p.m.
Board Room
CONTRACTOR BID BOND | SUBLIST BASE BID ALTERNATE
Mustang Tél-Comm, Inc. $29,510.76

Pyro-Comm Systems, Inc.

$109,252.00

Ocean Park Telectric Co.

$34,079.84
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ROSEMEAD SCHOOL DISTRICT
Rosemead, California

BID TABULATION
PROIJECT: MUSCATEL MIDDLE SCHOOL

TECHNOLOGY CABLING
OWNER: Rosemead School District
HWA PROJECT NO:
BID DATE: January 8, 2002

2:00 p.m.

Board Room

CONTRACTOR BID BOND | SUBLIST BASE BID ALTERNATE 1
Network Installation Corporatiﬁn $60,461.28




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Jennifer A. Short, hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Joint

Consolidated Request for Review of Decisions of the Universal Service Administrator was

served this 19th day of June, 2003 via Hand Delivery or U.S. Malil, First Class, postage pre-paid,

to each of the following:

Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
Room TW-A325

445 Twelfth Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Mark Seifert

Deputy Chief, Telecommunications Access
Policy Division

Wireling Competition Bureau

Federal Communications Commission

445 Twelfth Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dr. Lila Wills Bronson

Director of Technology

Rosemead Elementary School District
3907 Rosemead Boulevard
Rosemead, CA 91770-2041

William Maher

Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

D. Scott Barash

Vice President and General Counsel
Universal Service Administrative Company
Suite 600

2120 L Street, NW

Washington, DC 20037

‘ /(W



